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November 6, 2009 

Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir: 

RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 

Responsive to the office action of October 9, 2009, finding that applicant has 
claimed two patentably distinct inventions (i.e., neither of which is made "obvious" in 
view of the other under 35 U.S.C. §103), applicant hereby elects, without prejudice 
and/or disclaimer, for further prosecution in the present application the patentably 
distinct invention identified by the Examiner as Invention I comprising claims 1-29, 37, 
38, 41 and 42. 

In response to the Examiner's request for information pursuant to 37 C.F.R. 
§1 .105 regarding antecedent basis (written description and enablement support) for the 
first, second, third and fourth areas recited in claim 30 - and for synthesizing data of the 
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second space in the third area, the Examiner Is directed, for example, to paragraphs 
[0064] and [0081] in the applicant's specification as exemplary. In particular, paragraph 
[0064] describes two real spaces (e.g., corresponding to first and second areas in a 
first, real, domain space) being transformed into two respectively corresponding areas 
(e.g., third and fourth areas) in a second domain space (e.g., k-space). Paragraph 
[0081] describes synthesis of data In all of the divided areas of k-space. 

As the Examiner will appreciate, these particular examples of teachings that 
correlate with the questioned portions of claim 30 are best understood in the overall 
context of the entire specification and drawings of the application as originally filed. 
Accordingly, a complete response to the Examiner's request for Information under Rule 
105 requires reference, In essence, to the entirety of the original application papers. In 
this relevant context, it Is believed that the above-identified particulariy specified 
portions of the specification provide written description and enablement support for the 
questioned recitations of claim 30. 

The Examiner's extended combination/sub-comblnatlon comments are noted, but 
it is respectfully also noted that the applicant does not necessarily agree with the 
Examiner's comments. However, It is not necessary at this time to comment upon the 
Examiner's remarks. 
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If any additional information or action is required in response to the outstanding 
office action, then it is respectfully requested that the undersigned be telephoned for 
prompt resolution. 



LSN:lef 

901 North Glebe Road, 11th Floor 
Arlington, VA 22203-1808 
Telephone: (703) 816-4000 
Facsimile: (703)816-4100 



Respectfully submitted, 



NIXON & VANDERHYE P.C. 
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